This study aimed to identify and analyze (1) the regulation regarding the deadline for applications of bankruptcy, (2) the practice of the deadline regulation, and (3) the legal consequences when they do not heed the deadline. This research is a normative legal research supported by interviews with informants. The data were collected through documentation method with document study tool, while the data from the informants were collected through interviews by using interview manual tool. The secondary data were analyzed by content analysis with statute approach, while the analysis of the interview data was conducted through a qualitative analysis. The results and discussion show that the Bankruptcy and PKPU Act applies because the previous bankruptcy regulation was not effective because it did not regulate the deadline for settling bankruptcy, so that it's a long period of time. The regulation of deadline for bankruptcy settlement in 2015 was largely complied with the provisions of law. 87% of the verdicts (14 out of 16 verdicts) were made within less than 60 days, while 13% (2 verdicts) were made beyond the time period specified by law. The Bankruptcy and PKPU Act does not regulate any legal sanctions/effects in relation to the deadline for judges who handle bankruptcy petitions, however, the common sanctioning relates to the assessment of the judges' performance.
In resolving disputes in court, there are common principles such as the simple, fast and low-cost principle. The word "quick" refers to the course of the trial. Examination of cases in court with many formalities is an obstacle to the trial. The obstacles are not only in the course of the trial when examine the case before the court, but also the physical inspection report completion before the court until the signatory of the verdict by the judge and the implementation of the decision.
The inspection of the case are often delayed. The various causes which have resulted in delays of dispute settlement in the court are the witness that did not come, or the parties alternately not coming to the trial even though they had been properly summoned, or the parties asked the court to postpone the trial schedule has been set by the judges. Moreover, the phenomenon of the case was continued by the heirs has become common in civil cases in court proceeding. The inspection of the case before the court which takes long period of time resulted in the derivation of court authority and decreases public trust in a court as an authorized institution to settle dispute.
According to this fact, the Supreme Court of the Republic of Indonesia issued Circular Letter of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Indonesia Number 2 of 2014 on Dispute Settlement at the District Court and the Appeals Court in 4 Judicator.
Circular Letter of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Indonesia (SEMA RI) Number 2 of 2014 on Dispute Settlement at the District Court and the Appeals Court in 4 Judicator.revoked the previous enactment of the Circular Letter of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Indonesia (SEMA RI) Number 9 of 1992 on Dispute Settlement at the District Court and the Appeals Court and Circular Letter of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Indonesia Number 3 of 1998 on the maximum period of Dispute Settlement for 6 Months. The differences of SEMA RI Number 2 of 2014 with the previous SEMA is the current regulation shortened the period of the civil cases to five months which previously stipulated in the previous SEMA appealed by the Supreme Court to be resolved for a maximum period of six months.
The SEMA RI Number 2 of 2014 on Dispute Settlement at the District Court and the Appeals Court in 4 Judicator excludes cases that are examined and decided by special courts. Further, the regulation stated that the provisions of deadline application do not apply to special cases determined by the legislation.
The petition for declaration of bankruptcy requested for examination and verdict to the commercial court is one of the particular case. In contrast to the settlement of civil cases in the district court, in examining cases of petition for declaration of bankruptcy in the commercial court, Law Number 37 of 2004 on Bankruptcy and Suspension of Debt Payment Obligation (hereinafter referred to UUK PKPU) regulates the deadline for examining act of bankruptcy in the commercial court. 520 Yustisia Vol. 7 Number 3 (Sept.-Dec. 2018) Deadline Settlement Of Petition ... Article 8 paragraph (5) of the UUK PKPU states that a Court Decision on petition for declaration of bankruptcy must be resolved no later than 60 days after the date of registration.
B. PROBLEM STATEMENT
Based on these overview, the problems examined in this study are 1) why does the Law Number 37 of 2004 on Bankruptcy and Suspension of Debt Payment Obligation (UUK PKPU) regulate the provisions on the deadline for resolving petition for declaration of bankruptcy in commercial courts? 2) How does the deadline regulation implemented by the judge in examining and deciding the petition for declaration of bankruptcy at the commercial court? and what are the legal consequences for judges who examine petition for declaration of bankruptcy if they do not heed the deadline regulation for examining petition for declaration of bankruptcy?
C. RESEARCH METHODS
research is a normative legal research that is supported/supplemented by interviewing the judges of commercial court and the bankruptcy attorney. The datas in this study are secondary data sourced from primary, secondary and tertiary legal materials, while interview is complementary.
The method of secondary data collection has conducted by documentation which refers to documented library materials contained in primary legal materials, secondary legal materials and teriser legal materials (Ranjit Kumar, 1999: 104) , while the tools are study document. The Study documents such as study by learning data from books, research reports, seminar papers, writings of experts, court decisions and all regulations relating to research material. While interviews with informants is being the supported/supplemented data of the normative research is a method of collecting research data, while the data collection method is based on the interview guides.
The analysis of the first problem formulation is why UUK PKPU provide a regulation of deadline for settlement of petition for declaration of bankruptcy in commercial courts conducted by content analysis with a statute approach. Analysis of the data on the second and third problem formulations is how the deadline regulation is implemented by the judge in examining and deciding petition for declaration of bankruptcy in the commercial court and how the legal consequences for judges examining petition for declaration of bankruptcy if they do not heed the deadline for examining petition for declaration of bankruptcy using qualitative analysis. Bankruptcy and its regulation became a leading issue when Indonesia and all major Asian countries were in the economic crisis (Bhagwam Chowdhry and Amit Goyal: 135) . The economic crisis that began to occur in mid-1997 and has resulted in an uncertain stock market and economic instability in most Asian countries. This situation conduced in the increase bankruptcy and insisted the International Monetary Fund (IMF) to take action in order to save countries from the crisis (Giancarlo Corsetti, Paolo Pesenti and Nauriel Roubini, 1999: 305-306 ).
D. DISCUSSION AND RESEARCH RESULTS

UUK PKPU
The economic crisis also led to an increase number of companies and individuals who were unable to pay debts. Hundreds of banks (S. Radelet and J. Sachs: 714) and thousands of debtors were taken over by the government through the National Bank Restructuring Agency (BPPN). A total of 398 companies, including the State-Owned Enterprises (BUMN) that were inefficient and always protected by the government fell bankrupt (Todd Mitton, 2002: 215) and this resulted in an increase in unemployment which at that time reached 40 million people ( C. Manning, 2000: 32) .
At the beginning of the 1997 economic crisis, the Indonesian government signed and ratified 18 Letter of Intent (LoI) with the International Financial Fund (IMF). The 17 LoIs stressed the demand for a mechanism to rise after the economic crisis through the settlement of bankruptcy cases in commercial courts (CH. Himawan, 1998: 6) . At the time before the 1997 economic crisis occurred in Indonesia, based on the valid bankruptcy law at that time (Siti Sumarti Hartono, 1982: 40; Siti Sumarti Hartono, 1980; Sutan Remy Sjahdeni, 2002 : ix) until 1970, there were still many bankruptcy cases examined in courts throughout Indonesia, however, starting in 1980 no bankruptcy cases were examined in court anymore. The absence of bankruptcy registered and examined cases in the court was due to the lack of public trust (including foreign investors) to the legal system in Indonesia. The results of a 1996 study conducted by the National Development Planning Agency (Bappenas) showed the amount of corruption and lack of competence (incompetency) among judges of the court who examined and decided on commercial matters (Simon Johson, Peter Boone, Alasdair Breach, Eric Friedman, 2000: 171) . This drawback was also supported by the fact that court was not giving fair giving fair decision (T. Budiyono, 2002: 4) . The district court that examined the bankruptcy case at that time was not effective in resolving bankruptcy cases when the economic crisis hit Indonesia. Therefore, under the suggestion and pressure of the International Financial Fund (Giancarlo Corsetti, Paolo Pesenti and Nauriel Roubini, 1999: 309) According to article 8 paragraph (4) of UUK PKPU, Bankruptcy procedures start from the the application registration until the court decision has to be completed within no more than 60 days.
Parties who are dissatisfied and aggrieved by the decision of the closed commercial court to file an appeal to the appeal court but parties who are dissatisfied and feel aggrieved by the decision of the commercial court can submit a legal appeal directly to the Supreme Court by cassation (Jameslin Purba, 2017, Interview) . If not satisfied with the decision of the cassation, then it can continue to submit a request for a review to the Supreme Court. The deadline for completing legal proceedings for a cassation request is 60 days, while the review is 30 days. The possibility of legal proceedings of bankruptcy decisions directly to the Supreme Court without proceeding in appeal court resulted in the settlement of bankruptcy cases as stipulated in UUK PKPU could be accelerated. The period of the proceeding of the case from the registration application to the commercial court until the Supreme Court's decision may only takes 150 days (Jameslin Purba, 2017, Interview) .
The debt settlement must be completed quickly and effectively in court so that it can restore the trust of foreign investors and restore the country's economy at that time (Jameslin Purba, 2017, Interview) , besides that the settlement of bankruptcy cases which was being completed quickly and effectively in court intended to fulfill the general principle of law such as fast, simple and low-cost principle. (Agus Subroto, 2017, Interview) .
The quick dispute settlement is also conducted by carrying out the inquisitorial system for bankruptcy cases in the commercial court. The diffcult and simple burden of proof of debt cases shall resulted in long time period of settlemet which is not the authority of the commercial court.
The authority over cases where the burden of proof is complicated exercises under the authority of the district court. In the decision of the petition to review the case of PT. Regulations concerning the deadline for settling bankruptcy cases at commercial courts within 60 days can cause settlement of cases to be faster, in accordance with the regulation of the length period and decreasing the number of bankruptcy arrears
The implementation of deadline regulation by the judge in examining and deciding bankruptcy applications at the commercial court.
The judge in examining, adjudicating and deciding the case in court shall be independent. The principle of the judge's independence means that in examining, adjudicating and deciding the case, the judge is free from interference from other parties. However, the freedom of judges is only related to the substance or subject matter of the case.
The independence of the judge does not apply in relation to the procedure of proceedings at the court. The procedure of proceedings is the stages that the judge must follow in examining ,adjudicating and deciding the case. The period of dispute settlement is included in the procedure of proceedings at the court. The UUK PKPU provides a deadline for resolving bankruptcy applications in court, based on the provisions of Article 8 paragraph (5), the decision on a petition for declaration of bankruptcy must be rendered at the latest within the time period of 60 (sixty) days counted from the date the petition for declaration of bankruptcy is registered. Article 13 paragraph (3) of UUK PKPU also provides that the decision regarding the petition for cassation to the Supreme Court must be determined within 60 (sixty) days of the date such petition for cassation to the Supreme Court is registered. Great. Further, article 14 paragraph (1) also provides that civil review may be filed to the Supreme Court in from a decision concerning a petition for declaration of bankruptcy which already becomes final and binding. Completion of the Judicial Review by the Supreme Court may be no longer than 30 days.
A commercial court is formed within the district court which later categorized as the special court. Based on this fact, in order to regulate the deadline for resolving a petition for declaration of bankruptcy in the commercial court, the applicable provisions are the provisions stipulated in the UUK PKPU, besides the commercial court is a established within the district court, however the resolvement of dispute in the district court also does not provide the deadline regulation. (Agus Subroto, 2017. Interview).
Based on secondary data in 2015, data was found that in petition for declaration of bankruptcy at the commercial court in the Medan Commercial Court, Central Jakarta Commercial Court, Semarang Commercial Court and Surabaya Commercial Court has reached the number of 87% from 14 out of 16 bankrupt decisions were completed in less than 60 days, while 13% (two decisions) completed more than the period specified by law (see tables 1, 2, 3 and 4 below).
Table1.
Duration of Petition For Declaration of Bankruptcy Settlement
Medan Commercial Court (2015) No. The deadline regulation for resolving petition for declaration of bankruptcy in the provisions of the UUK PKPU has resulted in the completion of bankruptcy applications within the stipulated period of the law. Application for settlement of petition for declaration of bankruptcy in a commercial court starts when the bankruptcy application is registered in the commercial civil registrar until it is decided by the judge must be completed within no more than 60 days under article 8 paragraph (4). Petition for declaration of bankruptcy must be completed quickly and effectively in the court so that it can restore the trust of foreign investors and restore the country's economy at that time (Muladi, 1998: 1. This quick settlement also conducted by carrying out simple burden of proof of debt for the Bankruptcy cases in the commercial court. The burden of proof of the debt case which categorized as not easy and simple, resulted in settlement of cases that take a long period is not the authority of the commercial court. The authority over such cases falls within the authority of the district court. The regulation concerning the deadline for the settlement of bankruptcy cases in the commercial court within a period of 60 days results in the dispute settlement becoming faster (Jameslin Purba, 2017: Interview; Agus Subroto, 2017: Interview) that is in accordance with the period regulation and the arrears of bankruptcy cases have been completed and there is no arrears of cases as happened in the district court by far, compared to the settlement in the previous district court. According to the Circular of the Supreme Court (SEMA) of Republic of Indonesia Number 6 of 1992, the settlement of civil cases (including herein the bankruptcy case at that time) in the district court was settled in a period of six months (180 days). This deadline regulation can be continued with the permission of the head of the district court (Agus Subroto, 2017: Interview) .
The legal consequences for judges who examine petition for declaration of bankruptcy if they do not heed the deadline regulation.
Article 8 paragraph (5) of the UUK PKPU states that the Court Decision on petition for declaration of bankruptcy must be resolved no later than 60 (sixty) days after the date the application registered. Based on this fact, the deadline regulation for settlement of petition for bdeclaration of bankruptcy no later than 60 days is imperative provisions (Dwingenregelen). The word "must" in the provisions of Article 8 paragraph (5) characterizes that this provisions are imperative/enforceable. However, if observed the provisions contained in UUK PKPU, there is no provision that regulates the legal consequences (sanctions) against judges who violate the provisions regarding the deadline for completing petition for declaration of bankruptcy.
Law as a system certainly relates to one legal system to another. Based on this fact, even though the UUK PKPU does not regulate legal consequences for judges who violate the provisions of Article 8 paragraph (5) relating to the deadline for resolving petition for declaration of bankruptcy,however the judge is bound by supervision carried out by the Supreme Court in connection with this matter.
Based on Article 24 A paragraph (1) of the 1945 Constitution of the Republic of Indonesia states that
The Supreme Court shall have the authority to hear a trial at the highest (cassation) level, to review ordinances and regulations made under any law against such law, and shall possess other authorities as provided by law.
Based on the sentence " shall possess other authorities as provided by law". Other authorities referred to is the authority to oversee the court judge. The authority to oversee must be seen in the regulation of the Supreme Court. 
Suggestion
Based on the research conclusions described above, it is necessary to suggest:
a. The demand to maintain the deadline regulation for resolving petition for declaration of bankruptcy in the commercial court as stipulated in 
